Watergate '^rial-pi ea-copoing; beneficiaries of 1/15/73 

This memo was delayed until armpunciaent of the guilty plea of the four Cubans and 
is without ©Inafit of the NYTiaes, reporting, in itself an exceptional tiling, given the 
x imes reoordofi the story. I note the timing of Harsh* s stories: not until after sequestra- 
tion of the jury and Hunt's plea. Obviously, Hersh has been working on this story for some 
• time, could have written much before this and didn't, and some of what was disclosed to 
him is the kind of stuff that is ordinarily withheld until a book is about to ap ear. 

In passing, a word about Alvin i-eumeyer: he is an expert in one narrow area of the law, 
damages, not crimMal. His father was before his. H e is Washington's Belli, find Sirica's 
selecting him rather than a specialist in criminal law makes me wonder* 

As my previous memos indicate, I have long believed that two powerful interets are 
in opposite positions in this case, Mixon, White House and GOP on one side and CIA on the 
other. All defendants but Biddy are known to have had ClA connections* He, McCord and 
Barker also had FBI connections. 

These earlier memos also reflect that Hothblatt's more spectacular Vietnam cases 
have him on the side of the CIa, pinning the rap on the army alone for what the uIa at 
least initiated. My private information gives Mia another pro-CIA role. So, when katifc- 
blatt will not be part of Ms clients' getting ax lighter sentence when they are obviously 
guilty, and when he lias let it be^oiown that his defense would be patriotism, that they 
were taking orders, it does not seem that he would have alleged the CIA's orders. 

Unless the deal on the plea-copping includes turning State's evidence, these deals 
seem to have as one of their consequences much less than can be alleged against the 
remaining defendants, much less that call be adduced in court, which is separate from 
whether or not this trial as such can now continue without real jeopardy to the rights of 
the two remaining defendants. Simplified, at worst not much can now be alleged against 
the White House and the GGFs. Ti*» Hunt plea in itself eliminated all the political dirti- 
works of Segretti et al. This new one reduces the prosecution ease to Baldwin and what 
little can. be done with the non-existing Republican records. 

Sirica's position in all of this deserves brief examination.Irega^d Ms record as 
that of an administration/prosecution hack. It was irregular if not wrong for him to 
siese the case for himself rather than letting it get its regular rotational assignment. 
Sight off the bat he established credentials among the defendants and their counsel as 
a tough guy. Promptly he announced Ms intention of going beyond the indictment, a 
dubious thing for a judge, whose role is not to inform the general public, and probably 
enough for reversal. , The accused should be tried on only that which is charged in the 
indictment. They can' t be tried on what they are not charged with. What could be established 
that is not charged ftas omitted by the administration, wMch could and should have included 
it. A t is not the role of the judge to improve on the indictment, ©r to correct defects* 

Shorthnnd : Sirica was getting the administration and the GOP off the hook. 

He can pralfcas he wants in court, but the nitty-gritty, after all Ms prating about 
everything cose to light, is Ms acceptance of pleas. Sven the sentences need not be taken 
as meaning anything, for the adiainia tration lias the power to F ardon and the capability 
od reducing the time spent in jail. Men of the ages ot these are not likely to plead 
guilty if they expect anything like the 55-year sentences possible. They seem to have been 
assured on their legal expenses, so the s±m of the bail he sets will not hurt them, how- 
ever, in the acceptance of pleas he made have transgressed against the standards in such 
matters, and that may lay the basis of legal steps by Biddy and McCord. Under the aBA 
standards, the first the judge should know about plea-bargaining is when it gets before 
him while he sits. In Hunt's ease, this seems highly improbable. There were rumors of 
it for too long, and I oan t imagine Hunt going into this without knowing how he would 
come out, Ur, the judge was in on it from close to the first and when it was improper. 
(Bernstein* says, "Believe me, the judge didn t know of the deal" * I asked 

Mm. He may be in a position to know, but I hold the above -view still) 

And if Sirica sat still for the Cuban/CormMnist pap. he'd tkke anything. That can't 
be motive in any part, including the role of the Miami ubans. 




At wxmnt, according to radio news, there is conjecture that McCord's attorney 
..ill move for a mistrial. I believe tills is a reasonable basis and that the judge and pro- 
secution mast know of it, whether or not as I presume he does, defense counsel does. i t is 

one ox the basis for Ray’s habeas corpus and is in T’raae-Up. 

Bearing on whether the judge was in on this in advance is the dropping ox degretti 
from the list of witnesses, prior to the entering of hunt's pica. This means two things: 

mie deal with hunt had been made; ana if ay reasoning is correct, the judge knew prior to 

the reading of the list of witnesses* 

‘■'Brica sound xt necessary to ask the xour Cubans if they tsaci ever worked for the 
OILi is not clear but what is clear is that their denial has to have been to his mnonledge 
false, and if there was point in the question, there is point in the falsehood, perhaps 
perjury — surely perjury if his question was material# Again, can one imagine men in the 



one reason to 



position of these adding a new crime and new sentence without 

have confidence they need, not worry about it? Tnere can be nu uoubt about Barker in uhe 
nay of tigs alone (and otherwise from the public press) ana today's papers say nortmoz 
wac working for the CIA at the time of the crimes* 




